


























 

A decade of planning pays off 
 
By Jeremiah Dobruck, Peninsula News 
Thursday, February 24, 2011 10:57 AM PST 

Church’s expansion with a controversial past is about to be approved. 
 
RHE — Rolling Hills Covenant Church is nearing the end of a saga. 
 
At a quiet meeting with no objection, Rolling Hills Estates City Council moved within one step of approving 
the church’s expansion that — through the last decade — brought threats of lawsuits, packed council 
chambers and public speakers so passionate they were ejected from meetings. 
 
Almost a decade ago, when the church at 2222 Palos Verdes Drive North first proposed an expansion, the 
surrounding community balked. After that, four separate proposals were denied by the Planning Commission 
or City Council, with the last one coming in 2006. 
 
Now, more than four years later, the same City Council members who shot down multiple attempts, glowed 
during Covenant Church’s plans at Tuesday night’s council meeting. 
 
"I’m so delighted to be sitting here and looking at this so many years later because it comes kind of full 
circle," Councilman Frank Zerunyan said. "It’s really nice to see. It’s nice to be here today." 
 
The key and calming difference in Covenant Church’s plan is the sanctuary. 
 
The original plans including a new 2,500-seat sanctuary drew residents’ ire, as did proposals for a 2,200-
seat sanctuary, a 1,650-seat sanctuary and a 1,500-seat sanctuary. 
 
The idea of adding that many people and parking spaces to a rural neighborhood in RHE had neighbors up in 
arms. They continually attacked the idea and the church’s proposals. 
 
Since the last denial in 2006, Covenant Church members embarked on a journey to find a solution that 
neighbors would support and the city would approve. 
 
What they came up with is a 16,232-square-foot expansion including a reception area, choir room, office 
space, Sunday school rooms, deck, bathrooms and — most importantly — no enlarged sanctuary. 
 
"We worked really hard to get with our neighbors to find a project that they could live with and support and 
one that we could live with and support," Craig Knickerbocker, the chairman of the expansion team at 
Covenant Church, said. 
 
Apparently they found one. No public speakers opposed the expansion either at the Planning Commission or 
City Council level. 
 
"We all kind of assumed there would be somebody or some group of people that would come out of the 
woodwork and have a problem with it because you just can’t please everybody all the time, but in this case I 
think we did please everybody," Knickerbocker said. "That was really neat to see from everybody’s 
standpoint." 
 
In fact, staunch opponents of the previous expansion plans took part in approving the new project. 
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On the night Covenant Church's new proposal came before the Planning Commission, Tim Scott was selected 
to chair the body. 
 
Scott, a real estate lawyer, was one of the residents attacking previous plans for the expansion, but this 
proposal was different. 
 
"I loved it when I saw Tim Scott’s signature on the resolution [approving it]," Zerunyan said. "Only in Rolling 
Hills Estates." 
 
There were a few bumps in the road for this plan. 
 
The church will have to move an equestrian trail, and the city approved for the first time using a percolating 
pavement as counting toward both a landscaping and parking requirement for institutional zones. 
 
But in comparison to overflowing council chambers, the issues were minor. 
 
Because it built up almost $18 million in its expansion fund and this expansion is smaller than any it planned 
before, the church has used the fund for other projects. 
 
The church purchased a community center in Peninsula Center that can house congregants who won’t fit in 
the unchanged sanctuary. It planted churches in Wilmington, Gardena, Torrance and Manhattan Beach. And 
it sent a quarter million dollars each to build a women’s shelter in Wilmington, to support an aids orphanage 
in South Africa and to build a small hospital in the Congo, Kinkerbocker said. 
 
All that’s left is for the City Council to introduce a final ordinance for a second reading at its next meeting 
and approve it. Barring the unforeseen, the expansion is a go, Knickerbocker said. 
 
"We are just thrilled that our neighbors are happy and our congregation is happy because we want to be 
good neighbors and we want to reach out to our community," he said. 
 
jdobruck@pvnews.com 
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 Palos Verdes Peninsula  
school board to discuss  
Peninsula High stadium  
lighting 
 

 By Melissa Pamer Staff Writer 
 
Posted: 01/26/2011 06:34:10 PM PST 
 
Updated: 01/26/2011 06:44:45 PM PST 

 The Palos Verdes Peninsula school board tonight  
will again turn to the controversial issue of a  
proposal for stadium lighting at a local high  
school.  
 
Superintendent Walker Williams said he intends  
to clarify the board's action last summer that  
allowed a group of parents and alumni to raise  
funds for a stadium lights plan at Palos Verdes  
Peninsula High in Rolling Hills Estates.  
 
Following a fundraising mailer recently sent out  
by the committee backing the lighting plan,  
Williams said he has received letters from  
concerned citizens who live around the school.  
 
The proposal has not yet received school board  
approval, but the panel did vote to let the  
committee move forward with fundraising.  
 
A vote on the lighting plan itself has not yet  
been scheduled, and the board is not set to take  
any action tonight.  

Williams also will discuss budget cuts that the  
Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified School District  
could face in the coming school year.  
 
The 6:30 p.m. meeting is at 375 Via Almar, Palos  
Verdes Estates.  
 
- Melissa Pamer  
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Palos Verdes Peninsula 
USD  
Created : January 27, 2011 at 08:36 AM 

Meeting: Regular Meeting : O. Information  

1. Review of Board Action Related to the Palos Verdes 
Peninsula High School Stadium Lights Steering Committee 
Project  
January 27, 2011  
Status:   

 

 

Quick Summary / Recommended Action  
Presented as an information item.  
 
 
Current Considerations  
Staff will re-state and clarify action taken at the July 22, 2010, Board of Education meeting 
that authorized the Palos Verdes Peninsula High School Stadium Lights Steering Committee 
to raise limited funds in order to develop necessary plans, documentation, and estimated 
costs for the installation of stadium lights at Palos Verdes Peninsula High School.  
 
 
 
Associated File Attachments  

Exhibit A - Board Policy 3290.1, Capital Campaigns/Project - Facilities (Files)  
Exhibit B - Administrative Regulation 3290.1, Capital Campaigns/Project - Facilities 
(Files)  
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Palos Verdes Peninsula USD 

Board Policy 
Capital Campaigns/Project-Facilities 
 
BP 3290.1  
Business and Noninstructional Operations 
 
 
The Board of Education recognizes that members of individual school communities may wish to 
organize capital campaigns to raise funds to build or modify facilities for their respective 
schools.  Capital campaigns are defined as any project for which funds are specifically raised 
and that require approval from the Division of the State Architect (DSA). 
 
While the Board is supportive of such activities, and welcomes the interest and participation of 
members of the school community, it recognizes that these activities may not be the primary 
function of the school or district.  Even though these fundraising activities are independent of 
the school and district, they are governed by all applicable provisions of the Education Code as 
well as the policies and administrative regulations of the district. 
 
While greatly appreciating suitable donations, the Board discourages any gift(s), which may 
directly or indirectly impair its commitment to providing equal educational opportunities for all 
students. 
 
Organizers of capital campaigns shall be especially careful not to seek advantages for the 
activities they support if those advantages might be detrimental to other school/district programs 
and or support groups, including the PTA and Peninsula Education Foundation.  In order to 
protect the district and its programs, the Superintendent with approval of the Board, shall 
establish appropriate controls for activities related to fundraising for capital campaigns/projects. 
 
Any fundraising by a school connected organization for a facilities related project must be 
approved by the Board prior to the initiation of fundraising activities. 
 
 
 
Policy PALOS VERDES PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
adopted:  June 29, 2006 Palos Verdes Estates, California 



Palos Verdes Peninsula USD 

Administrative Regulation 
Capital Campaigns/Project-Facilities 
 
AR 3290.1  
Business and Noninstructional Operations 
 
 
Any school connected organization whose purpose is to raise funds to build or modify facilities 
at a school site or on any other district property shall comply with the following guidelines. 
 
1. Prior to initiating fundraising activities for a capital campaign/project, the school 
organization and/or principal shall provide the Superintendent or designee with the following 
information regarding the committee and conceptual project: 
 
a. The name of the organization 
 
b. The names, addresses, phone numbers of all the officers and committee members 
 
c. A description of the organization's purpose, proposed project(s), educational purpose of 
the project, how the project falls within the overall educational objectives of the district, and 
estimated cost of project(s). 
 
d. A specific timeline and list of objectives 
 
e. The name of the bank where organization accounts will be located and the names of those 
authorized to withdraw funds and/or transfer funds to the district. 
 
f. Recent financial information (i.e. budget and bank statements) about the organization. 
 
g. A description of the organization's fundraising plans 
 
h. A plan for funds that are raised but not spent 
 
i. Proof of insurance 
 
2. After receipt of the above information, the Superintendent or designee and/or the 
Committee may submit a proposal to the Board for authorization to raise limited funds in order 
to develop the necessary plans, documentation, and estimated costs for the project.  All plans 
shall be developed/designed by architects and engineers experienced with public schools 
projects. 
 
3. The district, at anytime at its sole discretion, shall reconfirm the estimated costs and 
timeline of the project with a district  approved construction management firm and/or by a firm 
that has known and specialized experience in estimating school construction costs.  Any costs 



incurred by the district shall be reimbursed by the capital campaign. 
 
4. Architectural plans, prior to being presented to the Division of State Architect (DSA), 
shall first be presented to the Board of Education for approval.  Such plans shall first be 
reviewed by a Board approved Architect, familiar with DSA requirements. 
 
5. After receipt of the above information, the Superintendent or designee may present the 
proposed project(s) to the Board for initial approval if he/she determines: 
 
a. That there is an educational need for the project 
 
b. The proposal is realistic in terms of scope of work/project, proposed timelines and cost, 
including the on-going cost of maintaining the facility. 
 
c. The estimated cost for the project is accurate as verified by a firm that has known and 
specialized experience in estimating school construction costs.  The cost of this report will be a 
part of the proposed budget.  This includes the cost of district staff to properly evaluate, 
supervise, and manage the project, all related soft costs, indirect costs, and 15 percent in 
contingency costs.  The project budget must also include the cost of a Board approved 
construction management firm that will provide management and oversight to the project. 
 
d. That there are alternative plans if the financial target is not reached 
 
e. The project will not interfere with other district programs or fundraising projects that 
have received prior approval from the Board. 
 
6. If the project receives initial approval from the Board, the school organization may begin 
raising funds to support the project.  The committee shall provide the Board and the 
Superintendent or designee with written updates monthly regarding: 
 
a. Upcoming fundraising activities 
 
b. Progress report on meeting financial target 
 
c. Architectural plans and changes 
 
7. Once the project receives approval from the Division of the State Architect, the principal 
and/or committee shall ask the Board for approval for the district to begin the bidding process.  
The principal and/or the committee must also verify that there is an appropriate amount of funds 
for the project deposited in the bank or county Treasury based on a current (within the last three 
months) construction cost estimate of the project and all the other associated costs as identified 
in 5c. 
 
8. After the bid process closes, the Superintendent or designee shall once again verify that 
the school organization has the necessary funds, including 15 percent in contingency costs and 
other associated costs as identified in 5c, to complete the project.  Once verified, the 



Superintendent will make a final recommendation to the Board regarding the proposed project. 
 
 
 
Regulation PALOS VERDES PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
approved: June 29, 2006 Palos Verdes Estates, California 
revised: October 12, 2006 



 

Glare, noise are concerns for lights opponents 
 
By Mary Scott, Peninsula News 
Thursday, February 10, 2011 10:35 AM PST 

Feeling that they haven’t been heard clearly by the Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified School District and the 
Board of Education, members of the Peninsula Preservation Committee spoke to the board at its Jan. 27 
meeting. 
 
The group’s concern is the fundraising efforts by the Peninsula High School Stadium Lights Steering 
Committee to pay for design plans and the environmental impact report for the installation of four 80-foot-
tall light poles and a new sound system on PENHI’s football field. 
 
“You, the Palos Verdes school board, are our elected officials; we, the residents, are your constituency,” 
resident Sam Josephson told board members. “You need to hear us; you need to talk with us, and you need 
to take us seriously.” 
 
The committee’s main issue is the negative effect the lights and night games could have on quality of life on 
the Peninsula. Members fear they will alter the quiet residential, semi-rural neighborhoods that brought 
them to the Peninsula in the first place. Beside the glare from the lights and the noise coming from the 
stadium, they also are concerned about traffic and parking. 
 
In the past, school boards have been asked to approve lights at the school, resident Eleanor Curry told the 
News. Curry is a current member of the Preservation Committee and a former school board member. 
 
“Each time, to date, the board and the administration has valued the residential area and felt that it was an 
imposition,” she said, “and the imposition on the residents’ property values and their life on the Peninsula 
was too big a price to ask of voting members of the citizenry, and people who have always supported the 
schools and young people.” 
 
Committee member Mark Sturgeon said he supports the schools and their academic and athletic programs, 
but the concept of turning football games into community events can be done in the afternoons. 
 
“They’re proposing bringing the community together, but the proposition of night games is actually dividing 
the community,” Sturgeon said. “It’s having just the opposite effect.” 
 
“It’s important to stress that it impacts the entire community. … It impacts more than the surrounding 
homes below [the school],” Curry said. 
 
None of the group members who spoke to the News said they were opposed to the temporary lights brought 
in for special occasions such as homecoming games or graduation. 
 
But, “permanent lights will bring permanent use,” Curry said. 
 
The group said it believes that the high school’s field and lights will be used more than the five to seven 
nights a year proposed. 
 
“What would happen if the girls soccer team went to the school board and said, ‘We want to play our home 
games at night using the lights’?” Sturgeon asked. “Is the school board going to be able to tell the girls 
soccer team, ‘No you can’t use it; it’s for the exclusive use of the boys football team’? You don’t have to look 
down the road very far to see where this is going to go.” 
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Also on the residents’ minds are parking and traffic. 
 
Michelle McKinney, general manager of the Peninsula Shopping Center, had offered the use of the center’s 
parking lot for overflow. She has since retracted the offer after the center’s merchants signed a petition 
against the idea. 
 
Some streets surrounding the school have permit parking, Josephson said, and the cities of Rolling Hills 
Estates and Rancho Palos Verdes have refined their requirements making it easier for other neighborhoods 
to create permit parking. 
 
“The lights’ proponents plan does not provide parking,” he said. 
 
Josephson has lived in his home below the high school for 44 years and said he knew he was moving his 
family near a high school. 
 
“My kids went there,” he said. 
 
He can tolerate the activity during the day because he knows that “when the sun goes down, they go home.” 
 
Kevin Moen, a football coach at PENHI and a member of the Stadium Lights Steering Committee, said that 
opponents have voiced their concerns at school board and city council meetings. 
 
“To address those concerns we offered to add a new sound system to the stadium; we are incorporating the 
latest light technology that reduces light spill outside of the field area; and we set about to create parking 
alternatives, which are still under review,” he said. “We have heard the opposition and have made every 
effort to address those concerns.” 
 
The Preservation Committee has asked to meet with school board members outside of their meetings. The 
committee would like for the board to give them a timeline as to how long the Steering Committee can raise 
funds and when must they stop. 
 
Board President Dora de la Rosa said that she and district administrators are in the process of setting up a 
meeting with the Preservation Committee. A concern she has about board members talking with the 
residents outside of meetings is a potential violation of the Brown Act, whereas no more than two board 
members can discuss issues outside of meetings. Another is the potential of having five board members with 
varying information when they are ready to vote on the issue. 
 
“We’re going to make the best decision if we act as a body,” she said. 
 
De la Rosa added that board members have not met with the Stadium Lights Steering Committee outside of 
board meetings. 
 
Currently, the lights committee has raised more than $100,000, Moen said. 
 
“Once we reach $250,000, we can begin the EIR process, which was asked for by the opposition and 
requested by the cities of RPV and RHE, and supported by the school board,” he said. “The cost of the EIR is 
under review, and the report is based solely on scientific data and must comply 
 
with the California Environmental Quality Act, the California law that regulates projects that may have an 
impact on the environment. Upon completion of this report all parties will be notified and have an 
opportunity to address any further concerns that exist.” 
 
mscott@pvnews.com 
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Peninsula High School’s girls soccer team plays an afternoon home game against Manhattan Beach rival Mira 
Costa High School. A group of residents living near the school are concerned that if a plan to install 
permanent lights on the field for Friday night football games is approved, other teams at the school will want 
to use them. Opponents say that the lights will impact the quiet, semirural atmosphere of the 
neighborhoods.  
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From:

Sent:

To:

Carolynn Petru [carolynn@rpv.com]

Thursday, February 17, 2011 744 AM

'Kit Fox'

Cc: 'Joel Rojas'

Subject: FW: Stadium Lights at PVPHS

Hi Kit-

FYI - Border Issues.

CP

---_ -•..__._.•._.._..•. _.__.__•...•._--_.- -------_._-

From: Mark & Joan Sturgeon [mailto:mjsturgeon@verizon.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2011 8:17 PM
To: cc@rpv.com
Subject: Stadium Lights at PVPHS

Dear Mayor Long and members of the City Council,

Subject: Proposed Stadium Lights at PVP High School

I am opposed to the installation of stadium lights at Palos Verdes Peninsula High School. Last night I turned
on channel 35 and was pleasantly surprised to find Ken Dyda addressing the City Council regarding this
issue. I was even more pleased to learn that Mayor Long had addressed this issue in a personal letter to the
School Board. Thank you Mayor Long.

I live in the Blackhorse tract, and like hundreds of my neighbors, already suffer the noise from Friday
afternoon football games. Should the lights be approved, my neighbors and I would be subjected to glare
and impairment of our nighttime views, in addition to the noise. You should have received my letter of
November 4,20] 0 outlining my concerns and requesting your continued involvement.

This issue is bigger than the negative impacts that nighttime athletic events would impose upon the
neighborhoods surrounding the school. The larger issue is the preservation of the character of our
community_ We all appreciate the Peninsula's semi-rural character with the absence of street lighting in the
majority of our cities and neighborhoods. We are a community that appreciates peace and quiet in the
evening hours. We are not a community that desires bright lights and a large crowd.

We look to you gentleman as the defenders of our community and its unique character. The School Board,
on the other hand, may choose to put the interest of the high school football team and their boosters ahead of
the community. I understand that the School Board has jurisdiction over this issue. Never the less, I am
asking you to use all the tools at your disposal to influence the outcome in the interest of the community.

Sincerely,
Mark Sturgeon
Rancho Palos Verdes
mjsturgeon@verizon.net

2/17/2011




